Differing worldviews give interdisciplinary work value. However, these same differences are the primary hurdle to productive communication between disciplines. Here, we argue that philosophical issues of metaphysics and epistemology subserve many of the differences in language, methods and motivation that plague interdisciplinary fields like educational neuroscience. Researchers attempting interdisciplinary work may be unaware that issues of philosophy are intimately tied to the way research is performed and evaluated in different fields. As such, a lack of explicit discussion about these assumptions leads to many conflicts in interdisciplinary work that masquerade as more superficial issues. To illustrate, we investigate how philosophical assumptions about the mind (specifically the hard problem of consciousness and mind-body problem) may influence researchers in educational neuroscience. The methods employed by researchers in this field are shaped by their metaphysical beliefs, and arguments around these issues can threaten accepted disciplinary ontologies. Additionally, how a researcher understands reduction in the special sciences and how they place their colleagues in this ontology constrains the scope of interdisciplinary projects. In encouraging researchers to explicitly discuss the philosophical assumptions underlying their research we hope to alleviate some of the conflict and establish realistic expectations for collaborative projects.
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Introduction
Interdisciplinary work is increasingly important and valued in academia. The questions of greatest practical importance today are rarely discipline-specific and can be investigated using many different methods. When considering questions that affect humanity broadlysuch as those concerning health, international affairs, environment, education, or resources -the complex and systemic nature of these questions necessitates the ideas and methods from many different disciplines come together and develop comprehensive solutions. The possibility for the success of interdisciplinary work is evident from a growing body of publications and journals dedicated to combining two or more fields, such as npj Science of Learning (journal which pools research from neuroscience, psychology, and education in order to explore human learning), and the World Review of Science, Technology, and Sustainable Development (a journal which pools ideas from chemistry, economics, and urban development in order to explore sustainable development).
In this paper, we use the term "interdisciplinary" broadly; as that which involves sharing of information and frameworks specific to qualitatively different academic fields in an attempt to answer a common question. The most difficult and relevant instances of this to our discussion are cases of transdisciplinary projects where discipline specific knowledge must be synthesised and a new language and set of methodologies must be created as an integration of the relevant disciplines [1] . However, researchers engaging in all forms of multidisciplinary collaboration (along the continuum from multidisciplinary, interdisciplinary to transdisciplinary practice) will benefit from the discussion herein.
Funding bodies recognize the importance of communication between disciplines in addressing complex problems and incentivise these endeavours by requiring researchers to work together for many competitive grant applications. The major funding bodies for science research in the USA and Australia, namely the National Institute for Health (NIH), National Health and Medical Research Council (NHMRC), and Australian Research Council (ARC), all encourage interdisciplinary research. In June 2016, out of a total of 1093 active grant calls for research at the NIH, 21.0% mentioned the word multidisciplinary, 13.9% mentioned the word interdisciplinary, 2.8% include the word cross-disciplinary, and 3.8% mentioned transdisci-
